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Board of Assessor Meeting for June 30, 2021
Agenda

A meeting of the Board of Assessors is scheduled for Wednesday June 30, 2021 at 9:00AM
At the Nashua City Hall, Room 208, 229 Main Street, Nashua, NH 03060.

You may also join online via Zoom:

Join Zoom Meeting

https://us02web.zoom.us/j/89940096399?pwd=eFlCRE9KSy9YK3lvanZ1UG9tMlJtZz09

Meeting ID 899 4009 6399 Passcode: 854520

Join Zoom Meeting by telephone: 1-929-205-6099

This meeting will also be broadcasted on Comcast Channel 16.
If anybody has a problem accessing the meeting or Channel 16, please call 603-821-2049 and
they will help you connect.

 Twelfth Meeting of 2021.
 Motion:

 To approve the minutes of the public and non-public sessions of the
Board of Assessors meeting of Thursday, June, 17th and Monday
June 21st, 2021.

 Communications: None
 New Business Items:

 Douglas Dame - Abatement Denials
 Gary Turgiss - Abatement recommendations
 Mike Mandile - Abatement recommendations
 Richard Vincent – BTLA Decision & Residential Abatement

 Unfinished Business
 Public Comment
 Comments by Members of the Board
 Non-Public Session
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Board of Assessor Meeting for June 30,2021
Agenda

A meeting of the Board of Assessors is scheduled for Wednesday June 30, 2021 at 9:00AM
At the Nashua City Hall, Room 208, 229 Main Street, Nashua, NH 03060.

You may also join online via Zoom:

Join Zoom Meeting

https:J/usO2web.zoorn.us/i/8994OO96399?pwck~eF1CRE9KSy9YX3IvanZ1UG9tMIJtZzO9

Meeting ID 899 4009 6399 Passcode: 854520

Join Zoom Meeting by telephone: 1-929-205-6099

This meeting will also be broadcasted on Comcast Channel 16.
‘~ If anybody has a problem accessing the meeting or Channel 16, please call 603-821-2049 and

they will help you connect.

• Twelfth Meeting of 2021.

• Motion:

• To approve the minutes of the public and non-public sessions of the
Board of Assessors meeting of Thursday, June, 1’7~ and Monday
June 21st, 2021.

• Communications: None
• New Business Items:

• Douglas Dame - Abatement Denials
• Gary Turgiss - Abatement recommendation

• Mike Mandile - Abatement recommendations

• Richard Vincent — BTLA Decision
• Unfinished Business: None

• Public Comment
• Comments by Members of the Board
• Non-Public Session
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Public Minutes of the Board of Assessors
Meeting of June 17, 2021

A meeting of the Board of Assessors was held at The Nashua City Hall, Room 208, 229 Main
Street, Nashua, NH 03060, also via Zoom. The meeting was called to order at 9:00 AM by
Chair Daniel Hansberry

Members Present:

Daniel Hansberry Robert Earley Paul Bergeron

Assessing Staff Present:

Gary Turgiss Michael Mandile Doug Dame Amanaa Mazerolle

Richard Vincent Patricia Bell Lindsay Monaghan

Other City of Nashua Staff Present:

Administrative Services Director Kimberly Kleinet

Jeff Poebnert Nashua Community TV

Mr. Hansberry

Good Morning, I’ll call the meebng of the Nas~u~Board of Assessors to order at 9 o’clock on
Thursday June 17, 2021. L~t the record show that’Mr. Early and Mr. Bergeron and Mr.
Hansberry are all present. Is the,re a motion to waive the reading of the Board of Assessor’s
meeting minutes from June 3 ,~2O2 1, accept them and place them on file?

Mr. Early

So moved.

Mr. Hansberry

Is there a second?

Mr. Bergeron

I’ll second.
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Mr. Hansberry

Are there any errors or corrections? Seeing none all those in favor of accepting the minutes as
presented signify by saying “Aye”.

Mr. Earley

Aye.

Mr. Bergeron

Aye. / /

Mr. Hansberry

Aye, oppose nay, Aye’s have it, motion carries.

Is there a motion to waive the reading of the non-public meeting minuted frbm the board meeting
Tliuisday June 3, 2021 accept them and place them~n f1le?//~J

Mr. Earley

So moved.

Mr. Hansberrv /

S7Is there a second?

Mr. Bergeron ~ ‘

/ — -s
Ill secpnd that. -s

-“-4--

Mr. Hansberry

~e there any e~pxs or corrections? Seeingnone, all those in favor of accepting the minutes as
presented signify 1y saying “A9e”,

<-

Mr. Earley 4-

Aye.

Mr. Bergeron

Aye.

Mr. Hansberry

Aye, oppose nay, Aye’s have it, motion carries.
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There are no communications. Mr. Vincent, do you have anything you care to report to the
board?

Mr. Vincent

No, nothing today.

Mr. Hansberry

All right. We’ll move on to new business and at this time I will recognize Gary Turgiss for
abatement recommendations.

Mr. Turgiss

Good Morning board.

I~. Ilansberry /

Good Morning /4

/ 4

Mr. barley

Good Morning.

Mr. Turgiss /
S / N

4 / N
N 5 >~ N

The property that I havcftoday is 7 Kipford Way inNashiia This located in the Waterford Place
condonunium devclopiue4. fl’s a detached condo. Ate thete any queslions tegatding Ge
recommendatiowthat the city has iMtontof you? ~

4 44 N N 4

Mr.Hansb<~rry

Question>~f~M~ Turgis~’

Mr. Early
4’ 4<

I have a question. Do<you kno* if the condo association pays for the roof and exterior siding?
\ \/

Ms. Turgiss

Yes they do.

Mr. Earley

So does that impact the assessment? Because, honestly the owner is not paying for it directly, the
association will have hinds available, so...
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Mr. Turgiss

Right, they had a special assessment that they had to pay for, to have the roof repaired. His
house was one of the last ones that was done. And that’s where the roof leaks were coming in.
They had a special assessment which they had to do.

Mr. Barley

No other questions.

Mr. Hansberry -/

Mr. Bergeron?

Mr. Bergeron

Did thc icaky roof causc any intcrior damage Yet?

Mr. Turgiss N\ N

He had to replace, patch lhc ceiling where it leaked in and i~epaint But theLe w~sno damage to
where he had to like tear out carpet or an9thin~ 111cc that. \~“

Mr. Bergeron N~.

Thank you. - -.

k IMr. Hansberry ,~.

—~ Sç~

Other ques~ions? Qkay,)s there a motion to approvethe assessment reduction for the property
located at7kipford Way fiom $293,300 to ~21≤~8~O0?

N
Mr.Earl&V~

So moved. N

Mr. Hansbenv
N

Is there a second?

Mr. Bergeron

I’ll second that.

Mr. Hansberry

Is there any discussion? Seeing none, all those in favor of approving the motion, signify by
saying “Aye”
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Mr. Earley

Aye.

Mr. Bergeron

Aye.

Mr. Hansberry

Aye, oppose nay, Aye’s have it, motion carries. Does that conclude the report Mr. Turgiss?

Mr. Turgiss

That concludes my report, yes.

Mr. Hansberry

Thank you. At this time the board will recognize Mr. Mandile for an abatement recommendation

Mr. Mandile

Ycs, I have eight today. Good morningtoard.

Mr. Hansberry. Mr. Earley, Mr. Bergeron

Good morning.

Mr. Mandile

Ok, my/first abatement is for 99 Linwood St The city recommends lowering the assessment
from $343~300 to $296,200 It’s a colonial style home, does anyone on the board have any
questions?

Mr. Hansberry

Any questions for Mr. Mandile7

Mr. Earley

I don’t have any questions.

Mr. Bergeron

I don’t have any on this.
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Mr. Hansberry

Okay. Is there a motion to approve the assessment reduction on 99 Linwood St. from $343,300
to $296,200?

Mr. Earley

So moved.

Mr. Hansberry

Is there a second?

Mr. Bergeron

I’ll second that.

Mr. Hansberry

Is there any discussion? Seeing none, all those in favor of approving the reduction as presented,
signify by saying “Aye”

Mr. Earley

Aye.

Mr. Bergeron

Aye.

Mr. Hansberrv

Aye, oppose nay. Ayes have it. motion carries. Mr. Mandile.

Mr. Mandile

Second property is at 130 Searles Road, the city recommends lowering the assessment from
$276,100 to $224,100. Does the Board have any questions?

Mr. Hansberry

Any questions for Mr. Mandile?

Mr. Earley

No.

Mr. Bergeron
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No.

Mr. Hansberry

Ok. Is there a motion to approve the assessment reduction on 130 Searles Road from $276,100
to $224,100?

Mr. Earley

So moved.

Mr. Flansberry

Is there a sccond?

Mr. Bergeron

I’ll second that.

Mr. Hansberry

Mr. Earley

found was a little under assessed, so that affected the amount of the abatement for 2020.

Mr. Hansberry

So that’s automatic that if somebody owns multiple properties in the city and they put in an
abatement request for a single property all additional properties are reviewed?

Is there any discussion? Seeing none, ~alJ thgse in favor of the~ motion as presented, signif~’ by
saying “Aye”

Aye.

Mr. Bergeron - /

Aye. -

Mr. Hansberry

Aye, oppose nay Aye’s have it, m~otion carries. Mr. Mandile.

Mr. Mandile

Third abatement is for 7 Sa~bom Drive, the city recommends lowering the assessment from
$309,800 to $290,500. I should add that in considering this, the amount of abatement for this
property the city had to take in consideration other property owned by the taxpayer, which we
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Mr. Mandile

That’s correci.

Mr. Hansberry

Any further questions for Mr. Mandile?

Mr. Barley

No.

Mr. Bergeron

No.

Mr. Hansberry

Is there a motion to approve the assessment reduction at the property located on 7 Sanborn Drive
from $309,800 to $290,500?

Mr. Earley

So moved.

Mr. Hansberry

Is there a second?

Mr. Bergeron

I’ll second that.

Mr. Hansberry

Is there any discussion? Seeingiione, all those in favor of the motion, signi~’ by saying “Aye”

Mr. Barley

Aye.

Mr. Bergeron

Aye.

Mr. Hausberry

Aye, oppose nay, Aye’s have it, motion carries. Mr. Mandile
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Mr. Mandile

The fourth abatement is for 31 Todd Road, the city recommends lowering the assessment from
$360,200 to $327,000.

Mr. Hansberry

Any questions for Mr. Mandile?

Mr. Barley

Mr. Chairman I have one question.

Mr. Hansbery :
Go ahead.

Mr. Barley /

/

This house has a much larger lot than the others that Wèr~thmped. Is there any adjustment for
that lot size?

Mr. Mandile

Yes, adjustments were made for two of the~omps, cothRs2 and 3 were adjusted.

M;. Earley

Ok, no other questions. ~ S

Mr. Hansberry
~- N

S N
Other qu’e~tions?

Mr. Bergeron
N

No.
N

N? / dlMr. Hansberry N

Okay. Is there a motion to approve the assessment reduction for the property located at 31 Todd
Road from $360,200 to $327,000?

Mr. Barley

So moved.
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Mr. Hansberry

Is there a second?

Mr. Bergeron

I’ll second that.

Mr. Hansberry

Is there any discussion? Seeing none, all those in favor of the motion, signify by saying “Aye”

Mr.Earley

Aye. SJ N
/ N

Mr. Bergeron

Aye.

Mr. Hansberry

Aye, oppose nay, Aye’s have it, motion ear&s. Mr. Manctile?

Mr. Mandile

The fifth abatementis f 12 War~on Road. T~ oitytecont~ds lowering the assessment from
$286,700 to $274,400.

*Mr. Hansberry
N

Any questibns for Mr. Mgndile? C

Mr. Earle~i\ ~
N

No questions. ‘Sç~

2

Mr. Bergeron C

No.

Mr. Hansberry

Let’s see, Warton is that-- where is that located Mr. Mandile?

Mr. Mandile

It’s in Timberline Drive off of Bryant Road.
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Mr. Hansberry

Okay, so up in Lancashire Heights, correct? (Inaudible)

Mr. Mandile

That’s correct.

Mr. Hansberry

Any other questions? Okay, is there a motion to approve the assessment reduction for the
property located on 12 Warton Road from $286,700 to $274;400?

Mr. Earley

So moved.

Mr. H~nsberry

Is there a second?

Mr. Bergeron -

I’ll second that. -

Mr. Hansberry

Any discussion? Seeing none, all thgsc in favor of thc motion, signify by saying “Aye”

Mr. Earlcy

Aye.

Mr. Bergeron

Aye.

Mr. Hansberry

Aye, oppose nay, Aye’s have it, motion carries. Mr. Mandile?

Mr. Mandile

The sixth abatement is for 7 Montgomery Avenue. The city recommends lowering the
assessment from $162,000 to $147,200. This is based on strictly data corrections.

Mr. Hansberry

Questions for Mr. Mandile?
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Mr. Barley

No questions.

Mr. Bergeron

No.

Mr. Hansberry

So that’s a very established neighborhood. Was there a free iot, -any empty lot at some point and
somebody went in and put in a couple condominiums, is that what happened?

Mr. Mandile

I’m not sure, this is a condex. (Inaudible)

Mr. Hansberry

Is ii jusi like two condexes on the prpperty?

Mr. Barley

It’s usually a two family that’s converted,

Mr. Hansberry

Right, that makes sense, Is there a-motion to approve the assessment reduction for the property
located at 7 Montg~omery Avenue torn $162,000 to $147,200?

Mr. Barley

So moved

Mr. Hausberry

Is there a second?

Mr. Bergeron

I’ll second that.

Mr. Hansberry

Any discussion? Seeing none, all those in favor of the motion, signify by saying “Aye”

Mr. Earley

Aye.
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Mr. Bergeron

Aye.

Mr. Hansberry

Aye, oppose nay, Aye’s have it, motion carries. Mr. Mandile?

Mr. Mandile

The next two abatements are both on Selpan Way. The first one is number 7. The city
recommends lowering the assessment from 7 Selpan Way from $390,600 to $346,500.

Mr. Hausberry / N

Is there a second?
N

Mr EaLley ‘N

N

So moved. N S

Mr. Bergeron ‘~ ‘N/N

“N

And I’ll second.
N ‘N

‘N

Mr. Hansberry — // NN

Oups, sully. Sony. N N

Mr. Earley
N’

You th4eS~ne off. I kuio~yie’r&a~ sq new at this?

Mr. Hansb~err4
N ‘N

Any discussion? ‘l’fo discussion. On some of your commentary on some of these properties, it
sounds like there has Seen somebo/dy going around the city approaching property owners and
encouraging them to file a abatement, is that correct?

N

SF
Mr. Mandile

I believe that 7 out of the 8 abatements I am presenting today, that is correct sir.

Mr. Hansberry

Any further discussion?
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Mr. Earley

No.

Mr. Bergeron

No.

Mr. Hansberry

Ok. Is there a motion to approve the assessment reduction for tl{e property located at 7 Selpan
Way from $390,600 to $346,500?

/
Mr. Earley

So moved. N

I

N ~ç)

Mr. H~psberry N

Isthereaseeond?

Mr. Bergç~pn s N

4 N~ N

I’ll second that

Mr. Hansberry N N

/

Is there any discussion? Seeing n~ne, all thos~in~vor of approving the motion, si~i~ by
saying “Aye”

/

N N

Mr.Earley~ N N N N N
N \~ N

~1

Aye. N~

S

Mr. Bergeron N

Aye.

Mr. Hansberry N

Aye, oppose nay, Aye’s have it, motion carries. Mr. Mandile?

Mr. Mandile

The last abatement I am presenting is on 2 Selpan Way. The city recommends lowering the
assessment from $309,100 to $274,100.
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Mr. Hansberry

Are there questions for Mr. Mandile?

Mr. Earley

No questions.

Mr. Bergeron

No questions.

Mr. Hansberry

So, is there a motion to approve the assessment reduction for the property located on 2 Selpan
Way from $309,100 to $274,100?

Mr. Earley

So moved.

Mr. Hansberry

Is there a second?

Mr. Bergeron

I’ll second that.

Mr. Hansberrv

So, one might argue that the number ot’ abatement applications would have been lower this year
had someone not been going around actively, encouraging and urging people to file the
abatements?

Mr. Mandile

That is correct Mr. Chairman.

Mr. Hansberry

I remember a while ago I had reviewed the numbers and somebody was saying that the numbers
were way up, and as I remember this year we were in the middle of the pack looking at the, what
it is I was looking at the prior 10 years, but I excluded the years of the revaluations, because
those numbers are usually skewed, because the numbers go up, so I actually went back and I
think it was like 12 or 13 years to get the (inaudible) of the years. Any further discussion? All
those is favor of the motion, signify by saying “Aye”.
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Mr. Earley

Aye.

Mr. Bergeron

Aye.

c

\(~ ~ 7Is there any unfinishe~business?~

No

Mr. Hansberry

We have rea~b&l the period in the meeting where there
would remind tliepublic that th~ère is a five minute limitation per speaker, there is no one in the
audience, but ther~ m$ be people Sriewing us remotely who may like to speak. Director Kleiner

wants to a~Jdress the Board remotely?

Laurie Ortolano

Mr. Hansberry

And if you could state your address please?

Mr. Hansberry

Aye, oppose nay, the A

Mr. Mandile

It does Mr. Chairman

Mr. Hansberry

Thank you very much.

Mr. Mandile

Thank you.

Mr. Hansberry

your report?ye’s have it, motion carries. Does that conclude

/

‘S

‘S

N
N

Mr. Earley

is there anyone who

Ms. Ortolano

is an opportunity for public comment, I
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Ms. Ortolano

Laurie Ortolano 41 Berkley St.

Ivir. Hansberry

Go right ahead.

Ms. Ortolano

A couple of things. I’m still concerned about Vision’s work and how they’re handling the sales
data for 2020, the vacancy rate, with commercial properties and what they’re seeing and I think
we owe the public a discussion about that and what’s happening with these assessments.
Secondly, you’ve seemed to infer, Dan, that somebod~went around encouraging people to file
abatements. That was me, and it wasn’t encouragingyeople to file abatements, it was trying to
correel whal I viewed as disproporlionale assessmenls. Largely driven off the sales dala, I stayed
focused on that. And I think what this city shonla start doing is appreciating that we need to get
these assessments in line so everyone pays their fair share. And I happen to~believe the
abatement process is just how to do that I wished a thousand people had filed and my
encouragement would be for this year~to t~r to get a thousand of these things in, because I
definitely see that many properties thatneed to be correeted~ Before Vision hits the recalculate
button. So, you know, that’s my community service -said that’s my effort. I want to absolutely
lambaste the assessors for the work that’s been done on these abatements. I cannot believe that
ten abatements are presented to you in the middle of Tune. ~It 3U~ shows me that there is no
serious effort by these assessors to address these abatements. There is a residential property, a
1402, that filed early December w~th~thy help that Was been waiting for a call. This was always
done first comet first~erve. This bad to be>pne of the first three abatements filed and they have
not received a response, Eothing. That should have been presented as one of the first ones and
it’s not here today I don’fluiderstand that. Now, there’s probably, I don’t know, 60 residential
abatements to handle before the-end of Iun~, before they go into the deemed denied pile, and
maybe the city wiji. act. There i~s no excuse why these will be all completed by the end of June.
And what it showsme is that Chief Vincent does not give a priority to these. These assessors
aren’t doing sales reviews anywore, it’s been assigned to Vision. These assessors are not having
to do permit data, it’s been assigned to Vision. I missed the very beginning of the meeting
because the link to get on did not work on the website. So I dilly dallied trying to get connected
instead of using the phone. I don’t know if Chief Vincent explained why only ten are being
presented and why it’s been so slow at bringing these forward. But it just shows me that this
assessing office does not look at equity as a priority matter when property owners file. And Greg
Turgiss as far as his work to carry some of these residential abatements, have we seen any? I
don’t think I’ve seen one? I mean, you know, that office needs to be closed down. It just, for the
million bucks you put into it, it just doesn’t perform. And it is ridiculous. You know, it is
absolutely ridiculous what we dump in there and what we get for services. Particularly to the
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public. Your customer service area is all but gone. You know, it’s just, I can’t believe it, I can’t
believe that 35 abatements have been presented by June 17Lh~ And there’s roughly 100
residential, probably 35 or so commercial, big ones, but there’s a fair number. And you got
through them when KRT came through. The city did 135, the residential assessor’s did 135 of
the residential abatements and farmed out 50 to KRT. So I don’t really see why you can’t get
through a hundred before the deemed denied date. That’s obnoxious. Really, really
disappointing. Thank you.

Mr. Hansberry
)

Thank you. Are there any other speakers Director Kleiner? /

Ms. Colguhoun /

Laura Colquhoun N
Mr. Hansberry “KS

Can you state your address please? N

Ms. Colouhoun N”
N

Laura Colquhoun at 30 Greenwood Drive,’ I’d lil& td’al~o com~lain about--I’m looking at the
list there’s 86 residential abatepjents, 34 have been doae~’ Of the’34,~15 were on one street,
another 5 was on the other. Sc~ they,’ve actually bit 14 throi~gbout the city, leaving 52
abatements undone as’ of June 1 ~I think that is p~.thetic. We just got into a confiontation last
night because the Finance BOard is allowing to ~en4 $150,000 dollars to do commercial
properties: And of-course ii’spotgoing through thw~jssessing budget, because we don’t want the
people, yoji know, the re$dent~ft&tI~d out ~hatwq’fb paying in assessing. But if we’re paying
all this th6ney to vision,’<&i~a they’?e~oipg everyfhing, I’d like to know what the hell our
Assessor~”kr~d9ing if they’?ejàst getting ~Q out today. That’s ridiculous. And I think you guys,
and I think eveiybody in assessiu~ and on the Board of Assessors should apologize to the
citizens of Nashu’a~ It’s a sin, it’s’a disgrace, thank you.

Mr. Hansberry -‘ /

You’re welcome. Director Kleiner are there any other speakers waiting to address the board?

Director Kieiner

Chair, I’m sorry, there is no other members of the public on the Zoom.

Mr. Hansberry

Thank you, are there comments by other board members?
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Mr. Barley

I have nothing.

Mr. Bergeron

I have nothing.

Mr. Hansberry

Is there a motion to go into non-public for two reasons, first to discuss matters which, if
discussed in public, would likely affect adversely the reputation of any person, other than a
member of this board, unless such person requests an opep meeting? This exemption shall
extend to include any application for assistance or tax abatemeit or waiver of a fee, fine or
other levy, if based on inability to pay or poverty ofthe applicant, pursuant RSA 91-A:3, 11(c).
Second, under 91-A:3, 11(1), for the “consideration of legal advice provided by legal counsel,
eilher in writing or orally, to one or more membe~s of the pub~ic body, even where legal
counsel is not present”.

Mr. Earley

)

S
S

Mr. Bergeron

I’ll secondthat. N’

Mr. Hansberry

I will call the roll, Mj. Barley?

Mr. Barley

Yes.

Mr. Hansberry

Is there a second?

Mr. Bergeron

Yes.

Mr. Hansberry

Mr. Hansberry, yes. Let the record show we’ve entered non-public session by my watch at
9:20am.

So moved.
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Jeff Poehnert

I am waiting for confirmation that we are off the air.

Mr. Hansberry

Ok.

Jeff Poehnert

Okay, we are off the air and I am leaving the meeting.

Mr. Hansberry

Thank you.

(We re-entered the public session at 9:40am).

Mr1 Hans berry

Is there a motion to seal the minutes ofihe non-public sessioubecause divulgence of the
information likely would 1) affect adveisely the iepdthlion of any peison othei than a inembei of
this public body, and 2) tender the proposed action inefiective?” (2/3 vote of members present
required).

Mr. Earicy

Somove4,’

S
Mr. Hansberry

N

Is there a second?

Mr. l3ergeron
I

I’ll second that.
N

Mr. Hansberry

I will call the roll, Mr. Earley9

Mr. Earley

Yes.
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Mr. Hansberry

Mr. Bergeron?

Mr. Bergeron

Mr. Hansberry

Mr. Hansberry, yes. Is there any other business to come before the Board?

Mr. Earley

No.

Mr. Hansberry

Ok, seeing none, I want to take the opportunity to thank channel 16 and the çr staff Is there a
motion to adjourn?

Mr. harley

So moved.

Is thcrc a second?

Mr. Bergeron

I’fl second that.

Mr. Hansbetrv

All those in favor, signif~’ sayir~g

Mr. Earley

Aye.

Mr. Bergeron

Mr. Hansberry

Aye, oppose nay, Aye’s have it, motion carries. Meeting is adjourned at 9:41am. Thanks
everybody.

Yes.

Mr. Hansberry

N

N

NN

N

N

“Aye”by

Aye.
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THE CITY OF NASHUA

Administrative Services Division

Assessin.g Department

“The Gate City”

Abatement List of 2020 Denials Presented By Douglas
Dame:

A meeting of the Board of Assessors is scheduled for Thursday June 30, 2021 at 9:00AM in
Room 208 of Nashua City Hall.

1. Abatement Addresses: Various Nashua Addresses (Per Attached
List of 2020 Denials Pursuant to RSA 76:16)

a. Staff Recommendation: Denials

b. Motion: To deny the 2020 abatements of properties located at
various addresses in Nashua NH. (See Attached List of
Denials). or

c. Motion: To approve abatement requests as filed by taxpayers
for properties located in Nashua NH.
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2020 Denial List

Denials

Account #: Address:
43,797 310 Daniel Webster HWY
47,843 2300 Southwood Dr
22,750 11 Tara Blvd
12,182 30 Royal Crest Dr LOT 502
12,186 30 Royal Crest Dr LOT 503
12,184 1-2 Newcastle Dr
30,880 143 Daniel Webster Hwy
24,984 7 Graham Dr
24,976 124 West Pearl St
29,630 12 Simon St
30,460 48 Cushing Ave
33,106 522 Amherst St
33,190 20 Industrial Park Dr
24,794 120 Daniel Webster Hwy
26,994 10 Marmon Dr
33,180 3 Graham Dr
11,454 118 Daniel Webster HWY
17,838 409 Amherst St
22,020 139 Pine Hill Rd
22,024 137 Pine St
39,437 20 University Dr
34,138 31-33 Franklin St
49,780 85 Northwest Blvd
21,604 23-25 East Pearl St
19,816 27 Airport Rd
28,980 17 Tanguay Ave
19,818 30 Airport Rd U59
42,147 350 Amherst St
27,528 375 West Hollis St
23,106 352 Amherst St
8,630 204 DW Hwy

47,832 10 St Laurent St U2
17,022 61 Spit Brook Rd
12,190 213DWHwy
43,801 310 Daniel Webster Hwy
1,364 26 East Pearl St

24,778 5 Foundry St
13,168 19 Mason St
20,972 29 Mason St



2,986 20-30 Quincy St
4,156 First Building Partnership
Count: 41



Public

Gary Turgiss

Residential Abatements



A meeting of the Board of Assessors is scheduled for Wednesday June 30, 2021, at 9:00 AM at
City Hall, 229 Main Street, Nashua, NH 03060.

1. Abatement Address: 4 Manorcrest Drive, Account #3674

a. City’s Recommendation - Approval

b. Motion: To approve the assessment reduction for the property
located at 4 Manorcrest Drive from $47,300 to $0 or

c. Motion: To deny the abatement for the property located at 4
Manorcrest Drive.

2. Abatemeut Address: 4 Greeley Street, Account #8576

a. City’s Recommendation - Approval

b. Motion: To approve the assessment reduction for the property
located at 4 Greeley Street from $428,200 to $348,600 or

c. Motion: To deny the abatement for the property located at 4
Greeley Street.

3. Abatement Address: 25 Broad Street, Account #17806

a. City’s Recommendation - Approval

b. Motion: To approve the assessment reduction for the property
located at 25 Broad Street from $421,200 to $381,800 or

c. Motion: To deny the abatement for the property located at 25
Broad Street.

ThW.LZ1R~’%JaLNASHUA
Assessing Department

‘The Gate City”

Items to be presented by Gary Turgiss.

I



4. Abatement Address: 45 Courtland Street, Account #18524

a. City’s Recommendation - Approval

b. Motion: To approve the assessment reduction for the property
located at 45 Courtland Street from $457,500 to $366,000 or

c. Motion: To deny the abatement for the property located at 45
Courtland Street.

5. Abatement Address: 10 Mt. Laurels Dr., Unit 104, Account #46121

a. City’s Recommendation - Approval

b. Motion: To approve the assessment reduction for the property
located at 10 Mt Laurels Dr., Unit 104 from $177,300 to
$163,900 or

c. Motion: To deny the abatement for the property located at 10
Mt. Laurels Dr., Unit 104.

6. Abatement Address: 10 Mt. Laurels Dr., Unit 203, Account #46129

a. City’s Recommendation - Approval

b. Motion: To approve the assessment reduction for the property
located at 10 Mt. Laurels Dr., Unit 203 from $291,300 to
$256,500 or

c. Motion: To deny the abatement for the property located at 10
Mt. Laurels Dr., Unit 203.

7. Abatement Address: 10 Mt. Laurels Dr., Unit 502, Account #46152

a. City’s Recommendation - Approval

b. Motion: To approve the assessment reduction for the property
located at 10 Mt. Laurels Dr., Unit 502 from $292,900 to
$265,600 or

c. Motion: To deny the abatement for the property located at 10
Mt Laurels Dr., Unit 502.

2



8. Abatement Address: 16 Mt. Laurels Dr., Unit 104, Account #48871

a. City’s Recommendation - Approval

b. Motion: To approve the assessment reduction for the property
located at 16 Mt. Laurels Drive, Unit 104 from $328,100 to
$290,500 or

c. Motion: To deny the abatement for the property located at 16
Mt. Laurels Dr., Unit 104.

9. Abatement Address: 16 Mt. Laurels Dr., Unit 201, Account #48873

a. City’s Recommendation - Approval

b. Motion: To approve the assessment reduction for the property
located at 16 Mt. Laurels Dr., Unit 201 from $328,100 to
$307,100 or

c. Motion: To deny the abatement for the property located at 16
Mt. Laurels Dr., Unit 201.

3



CITY OF NASHUA
APPLICATION FOR ABATEMENT OF PROPERTY TAX

FOR TAX YEAR 2020
IN-HOUSE CORRECTION

BOA: Date ______________ Decision, A/D ______ Reason Code/Desc.: ________________

Appraiser assigned: Gary Turgiss Date: June 30, 2021

Account No: #3674 Map/Lot: D I 51 CommlRes R Application No:______________

Taxpayer: Cynthia A. Clark Phone #:_______________________

Mailing Address: 20A Northwest Blvd, PMB 247, Nashua, NH 03063 SS#ITax ID*____________

Property for Which Abatement Is Sought:

Location Address: 4 Manorcrest Drive

Total Current 2021 Assessment: $47,300. Total Proposed 2021 Assessment: $0

List reasons for abatement: (:i.e. Elderly Exemption, Hardship Abatement, Incorrect data (specify) etc.)

(D, The purpose of this in-house correction is to abate Tax Bill #1219 in the amount of $534.73, due to thefollowing circumstances:

1) Mobile Home was removed prior to April 1, 2021. Bill was Inadvertently sent.

If there were Changes to the assessment, a copy of property tax card before
and after the Changes should be attached to this application.



CITY OF NASHUA
APPLICAtION FOR ABA [EMENT OF PROPERTY TAX

FOR TAX YEAR 2020

ABATEMENT RECOMMENDATION

BOA Date: ___________ Decision, ND: _____________ Reason Code/Desc.: _____________________

Assessor Assigned: Gary Turgiss Date: June 30, 2021

Account No.: # 8576 Map/Lot: 67 / 60 Comm/Res: R AppI. No.:

Owner/Taxpayer: Albert & Marylyn Todd Phone #: _____________________

Mailing Address: 4 Greeley St, Nashua, NH 03060 SS#/Tax ID: _____________________

Property For Which Abatement Is Sought:

Location Address: 4 Greeley St, Nashua, NH 03060

Total Current 2020 Assessment: $428,200 Total Proposed 2020 Assessment: $348,600

List Reasons For Recommendation:

1) The subjeul piopeity is a 3 family home consisting of 2 buildings. Building 1 is the original
single Farruly borne. Building 2 is a new 2 family that was constructed in the renovated barn.
The property is located at 4 Greeley StreeL The taxpayers feel the market value of their
property is $409,000 based on a list of comparable sales and a sales grid.

2) A phone interview and exterior inspection woro porformod for tho subjoct property of which
minimal information was received from the taxpayers.

3) The City (:oIisiclerecJ the data supplied by the taxpayers.

4) In the City’s analysis, all 3 comps were given equal weight as all needed similar
adjustments.

5) The sales analysis supports a market value of $420,000 with an equalized assessment of
$348600.

6) Recommend approval for $348,600.

If there were changes to the asses ~ment, a copy of the property tax card before and after the
changes should be attached to thi; application.

Revised July 2009



Proximity to Suoject
Sales price
Price/Gross Liv. Area
Assessed Value
Assessment Ratio _________

VALUE ADJUSTMENTS
Sales or Financing
Concessions
Date of Sale/Time
Location
Leasehold/Fee Simple
Site (Acre)
View
Design & Appeal
Quality of Construction
A9e
condition
Above Grade
Room Count
Gross Living Area (sf)
Basement& Finished
Rooms Below G-ade
Functional Utility
Heating/Cooling
Energy Efficient ‘tems
Garage/Carport
Porch, Patio, Deck,
Fireplace(s), etc
Fence, Pool, etc
Other
Other
Net Mi (Total)

$ 428,200

Description

Fair
Fee

0.13
Fair
3 Family -2 Buildings
Average

1830
Average

Total Bed Bath
15 9 3.50

3578
45% Basement
294sf Finished 294
Average
GaslAirINOne
Average
None
35sf OFP & 64sf WOK
I FPL
None
None - _______

None

09117120
SR~HW Inferior
Fee

0.10
Similar
3 Family
Similar

1900
Similar

Total Bed Bath
12 6 3.00

3328
Full
Unfinished 0
Similar
Gasmater/None
Similar
None
96sf OFP & 91sf EFP
I FLU
None
None
None

$

$
$
$
$
$ 1~2~

$ ~
$ 11,100
$ (5,000
$ 5,900
$
$
$
$
$ (3,50W
$ 1,500
$
$
$
$ 32,600

$ 407,600

7/2/20
Similar
Fee

0.21
Similar
3 Family
Similar

1900
Similar

Total Bed Bath
14 7 3.00

2948
Full 0
Unfinished 0
Similar
Gas/Steam/None
Similar
None
142sf OFP
None
None
None
None __________

-$ ~21tÜ)
$

S
S -

$

$ 8,000
$ 31,500

5 5,900
S -

S
$

(l~
5 1,500
S
S

[ITEM SUBJECT COMPARABLE I
Address 4 Greeley St 41 Kinsley St

8576 13490

RESIDENTIAL
COIIJPARABLE SALES ANALYSIS

4 Greeley St

COMPARABLE 2,~
14-16 Hobbs Ave

$ 123,20

DescnptiOn

$ elO 000

$ 290,200
0.71

12994

5 11171

Pejuslmeiils Description

¶ 375,000

$ 289,500
0.71

COMPARABLE 3 ___________

7-71/2 GilIis St
11246 ______________

$ 12890 __________

380,000

$ 310,400
0,82

Adjustments Description Adjustments

$
T’23,500

$
$
$
$
$

$ 9,500
$ 12,500
$ ~0
$ 5,900
$
$
S -

$
$ 12,500)
$ 1,000
$
$
$
$ 41,900

$ t51,900

Assump:ions

lilUI2U

Fee
0.13

Similar
3 Family
Similar

1900
Sligitly Inferior

Total Bed Bath
14 5 3.00

3357
Full
Unfinished 0
Sinilar
Gasmater/None
Similar
Nore
299sf OFP
None
None
None
None

Adjusted Sales Price
of Comparables

Mean Sales Price: $ 388,333
IMedian Sales Price; $ 380,000 I
Mean Sate PricefS.F.: $ 121.27

IMedlan5aleP~~.F.: $ 123.20 I

Mean Adjusted Sale Price: $ 426,100
jMedian AdjustedSalaPrico $ 418,800 I

FINAL MARKET VALUE ESTIMATE: $ 420,000

Equaliizatlon Ratio: X 0.830

jPROPORTICNATE ASSESSMENT: $ 348,600

{ 38,800

$ 418,800

550 pa” square tot adjustment fcr dijerence in living area.
Camp 1 adjusted for location
Camp 2 adjusted for condition

(•.J



ABATEMENT WORKSHEET

TAXPAYER:

PROPERTY ADDRESS:

ACCOUNT #:

TAX ASSESSMENT

TAX AMOUNT

REVISED TAX ASSESSMENT

REVISED TAX AMOUNT DUE

ABATEMENT IN TAX YEAR:

TOTAL ABATEMENT:

Albert & Marylyn Todd

4 Greeley St

8,576

TAX

TAX

YEAR

RATE

2020

$ 22.61

$ 428,200.00

$ 9,681.60

$ 348,600.00

$ 7,881.85

$ 1,799.76

I $ 1,799.76



Parcel Data

Nashua
Property Record Card

Parcel : 0067-00060 Land Use: 1403- 3 UNITS Neighborhood: Card #: 1
Account :8576 Collector ID: Assessor Map: Total Land: 5,597 SF
Location: 4 GREELEY ST NASHUA, NH Alt Location:

( ar I TODD, ALBERT J & Mailing: 4 GREELEY STREET NASHUA, NH 03060
Owner 2: Mailing 2:
Sale Date: 06/25/2012 Sale Price: 178,000 Book/Page: 8440-0204 Cert Number:20321 34
Validity Code: QUALIFIED Veritied By: Grantor: COLINBROOKE HOMES, LLC
Subdv Par: Subdv Type: Subdv FY:

Activities
Inspect Date By Reason Result Notes
06/18/2021 citynashua\garyt 13- Extr In only
06/17/2021 citynashua\garyt C19AB - Phone/Abat-COVID
09/04/2020 citynashua\mandilem 07- Meas/Info Dr
09/04/2020 citynashua\mandilem 07 - Meas/Info Dr
07/14/2020 JAinsworth 01 - Meas+1 Visit
Previous Assessment Information
Current Pt: 2021 In Process: 428,100 Residential Exempt:
Prior FY: 2020 Assessed :428,200 Prior Residential Exempt:
Condo Parking

I Condo Park Type: Condo Garage Spaces: Condo Covered Spaces: Condo Open Spaces:
Building Description I Condo Unit Information
Use Code: Basement Garage Cap: 0 Num Elevators: 0
Type : 06- CONVENTIONAL Attached Garage Area: Condo Kitchen Type:
StoryHt: 1 H Heat Fuel: 2 - GAS Condo Building Number:
Occupancy: 1 Heat Type: Condo CDU: 0
Foundation: 3- BRK/STONE Percent Air Cond: 0 Condo Pct Interest: 0
Ext Wall:4 - VINYL Full Baths: 1 Condo Base Floor:
Roof Type 1 - SABLE Full Bath Qual : A-AVERAGE Rooms: 5
Roof Cover: I - ASPHALT Half Baths: 1 Bedrooms: 3
Year Built: 1,830 Half Baths Qual: A - AVERAGE Total Area: 2,58200
Grade: C - AVERAGE Kitchen Qual: A - AVERAGE
Overall Cond:AV -Average Additional Kitchens:
‘Nior Cond: Fireplaces:
~ ~rior Cond: Stacks: 0
Sub Areas
Sub Area Description Sketched Area Finished Area Alternate Type Quality Alternate Type °,

vrL rlnST rLn 36000 360 00
FFL FIRST FLR 316.00 315.00
FFL FIRST FLR 294.00 29A.00
HST HALFSTORY 315.00 157.50
HST HALF STORY 294.00 147.00
FBM FINISHED BMT 294.00 0 00
BMT BASEMENT 315.00 000
OFP OPEN FRM PRC 35.00 0 00
BMT BASEMENT 360.00 i. 00

Land Details
Type Size NBC Parking nfl I % Intl 2 % Infi 3 % Zoning Classes Spaces
P 5,597.00 RB

Detached Structures I Amenities -

Description Size Grade Cond Year Built
FIREPLACE-GA 1 A-AVERAGE AV-Average 2017

Building Permit History -

Issueflate Num Amount Work % Notes
09/13/2019 201902524 200,000.00 16

,‘~/18/2016 201603465 5,000.00 16
( 18/2003 200300995 20000.00 3
‘~412/1994 199450553 9,500.00 2



Parcel Data

Nashua
Property Record Card

Parcel :0067-00060 Land Use: 1403-3 UNITS Neighborhood: Card#: 2
Account -8~76 Collector ID: Assessor Map: Total Land: 5,597 SF
L~r’tion: 4 GREELEY ST NASHUA, NH Alt Location:
ci~ ,r I TODD, ALBERT J & Mailing: 4 GREELEY STREET NASHUA, NH 03060
Owner2: Mailing2:
Sale Date: 06/25/2012 Sale Price: 178,000 BoolVPage: 8440-0204 Cert Number:20321 34
Validity Code: QUALIFIED Verified By: Grantor: COLINBROOKE HOMES, LLC
Subdv Par: Subdv Type: Subdv FY:

Activities
Inspect Date By Reason Result Notes
06/18/2021 citynashua\garyt 13- Extr In only
06/17/2021 citynashua\garyt C19AB - Phone/Abat-COVID
09/04/2020 citynashua\mandilem 07- Meas/Info Dr
09/04/2020 citynashua\mandilem 07 - Meas/Info Dr
07/14/2020 JAinsworth 01 - Meas+1 Visit
Previous Assessment Information
CurrentFY: 2021 In Process: 428,100 Residential Exempt:
Prior FY: 2020 Assessed :428,200 Prior Residential Exempt:
Condo Parking

I Condo Park Type: Condo Garage Spaces: Condo Covered Spaces: Condo Open Spaces:
Building Description I Condo Unit Information
Use Code: Basement Garage Cap: Num Elevators:
Type : 09 - FAMILY FLAT Attached Garage Area: Condo Kitchen Type:
StoryHt: 2 Heat Fuel: 2 - GAS Condo Building Number:
Oocupancy: 2 Heat Type: Condo CDU:
Foundation: 6 - SL AR Percent Air Cond: Condo Pct Interest:
Ext WaII:4 - VINYL Full Baths: 2 Condo Base Floor:
Roof rype: 1 - SABLE Full bath Qual A -AVERAGE Rooms: 10
Roof Cover: 1 - ASPHALT Half Baths: 0 Bedrooms: 6
Year Built: 1,900 Half Baths Qual: Total Area: 2,368.00
Grade: C - AVERAGE Kitchen Qual: A - AVERAGE
Or—rail Cond: AV - Average Additional Kitchens:
( pr Cond: Fireplaces:
E,~~jiior Cond: Stacks:
Sub Areas
Sub Area Description Sketched Area Finished Area Alternate Type Quality Alternate Type ~
SFL SECOND FLR 1,152.00 1,152.00
FFL FIRSTrLR 1,152.00 1,162.00
WDK WOOD DECK 64.00 0.00

Land Details
Type Size NBC Parking Intl I % lnfl 2 % InfI 3 % Zoning Classes Spaces

Detached Structures! Amenities
Description Size Grade Cond Year Built

Building Permit History
IssueDate Num Amount Work % Notes

4~

~



CITY OF NASHUA
APPLICATION FOR ABATEMENT OF PROPERTY TAX

FOR TAX YEAR 2020

ABATEMENT RECOMMENDATION

BOA Date: ___________ Decision, ND: _____________ Reason Cod e/Desc.: _____________________

Assessor Assigned: Gary Turgiss Date: June 30, 2021

Account No.: # 17806 Map/Lot: 61 / 4 Comm/Res: R Appi. No.:

Owner/Taxpayer: John & Deborah Foley Phone #: _____________________

Mailing Address: 25 Broad St, Nashua, NH 03064 SS#ITax ID: _____________________

Property For Which Abatement Is Sought:

Location Address: 25 Broad St, Nashua, NH 03064

Total Current 2020 Assessment: $421,200 Total Proposed 2020 Assessment: $381800

List Reasons For Recommendation:

1) The subject property is a 3 family home located at 25 Broad Street. The taxpayers feel the
market value of Lheli piopeity Is $430000 based oii a list or coiriparable sales aiid ~ii

assessment comparison to the property at 24 Broad Street.

2) A phone interview and exterior inspection were performed for the subject property.

3) The City considered the data supplied by the taxpayers.

4) In the City’s analysis, all 3 comps were given equal weight as all needed similar
adjustments.

5) The sales analysis supports a market value of $460,000 with an equalized assessment of
$381,800.

6) Recommend approval for $381,800.

If there were changes to the assessment, a copy of the property tax card before and after the
L> changes should be attached to this application.

Revised July 2009



None

U

RESIDENTIAL
COMPARABLE SALES ANALYSIS

25 Broad St

ITEM SUBJECT COMPARABLEI COItIPARABLE2 COMPARABLE3
Address 25 Broad St 42 Arlington St 14-16 Hobbs Ave 7-7112 Gillis St

17806 24392 12994 11246

Proximity to Subject
Sales price $ 420 000 $ 375,000 $ 380,000
Price/Gross Liv. Area $ 101.18 S 111 Ti $ 128.90
Assessed Value $ 421.200 $ 342 000 $ 289.300 5 310400
Assessment RatIo 0.81 0.77 0.82
VALUE ADJUSTMENTS Description Description Ad1urnments Description Adjustments DesCnption Adjustments
Sales or Financing
Concessions
DateofSalelTima 07/01/19 - 1/10/20 - 7/2/20 -

Location Fair Similar - Similar - Similar -

LeasehoidiFee Simple Fee Fee Fee Fee
Site(Acre) 0.46 0.44 - 0.13 $ 8,000 0.21 ~$ 6,100
View Average Similar $ . Similar $ - Similar $ -

Design &Appeal 3 Family 3 Family $ - 3 Family $ - 3 Family .5 -

Quality of Construction Average Similar $ - Similar $ - Similar S -

Age 1914 1930 $ - 1900 $ - 1900 5 -

Condition Average Similar $ - Similar $ - Similar S -

Above Grade Total Bed Bath Total Bed Bath Total Bed Bath Total Bed Bath
Room Count 16 5 450 16 8 4.00 :~ - 14 6 3,00 5 13,500 14 7 3.00 5 12,000
Gross Living Area (sI) 3587 4151 5 :28,200) 3357 $ 11,500 2948 5 32,000
Basement& Finished Full Full $ - Ful $ - Full 0 5 -

Rooms Below Grade 1059sf Finished 1,059 unfinished 0 :~ 21.200 unfinished 0 .5 21.200 Unfinished 0 5 21.200
Functional utility Average Similar $ - Similar S - Similar S
Heating/cooling GasiWater/None Gas/Air/Central ~$ (5.000) GasmaterlNore 5 - GaslSteam/None S -

EnergyEfflcientltems Average Similar ~$ - Similar S - Similar -

Garage/Carport 648sf Garage None $ 9 500 None 5 9,500 None S 9,500
Porch, Patio, Deck, 315sf OFP & 312sf WDK 284sf OFF & 78sf OSP $ 2 000 299sf OFF $ 3,000 142sf OFP 5 5,500
Fireplace(s), etc. None I FLU $ (I 000) None 5 - None S -

Fence. Pool, etc. Inground Pool None $ 15 000 None $ 15,000 None 5 15,000
Other 496sf Patio None $ 3 500 None $ 3,500 None 5 3,500S -

Other
Net Adj (Total)

None

Adjusted Sales Price
of Comparables

None $
$ 17000

S 437000

$ - None
$ 85,200

$ 460,200

Mean Sales Price: $ 391,667
IMedlan Sales Pnce: $ 380,000

Mean Sale Price4.F.: $ 113.93
IMedian Sale Price/S.F.: $ 111.71 I

Mean Adjusted Sale PrIce: $ 460,667
IMedian Adjusted Sale Price: $ 460,200 I

FINAL MARKET JALUE ESTIMATE: $ 460,000

Equaliization R&io: X 0.830

rPROPORTIONATE ASSESSMENT: $ 381,800

Assurrptions

$50 per scuare too: adjustment for difference in living area.

5 1u4,800

$ 484.800

U



ABATEMENT WORKSHEET

TAXPAYER: John & Deborah Foley

PROPERTY ADDRESS: 25 Broad St

ACCOUNT #: 17,806

TAX YEAR 2020

TAX RATE $ 22.61

TAXASSESSMENT $ 421200.00

TAX AMOUNT $ 9523.33

REVISEDTAXASSESSMENT $ 381,800.00

REVISED TAX AMOUNT DUE $ 8,632.50

ABATEMENT IN TAX YEAR: I $ 890.83 I
TOTAL ABATEMENT: I $ 890.83



Parcel Data

Nashua
Property Record Card

Parcel :0061-00004 Land Use: 1403-3 UNITS Neighborhood: Card#: 1
Account :17806 Collector ID: Assessor Map : Total Land : 1 9,820 SF
LocatIon: 2b BROAD ST NASHUA! NH Alt Locatioii;

( r 1:FQLEY, JOHN J & DEBORAH A Mailing: 25 BROAD ST NASHUA! NH 03064
O~.. er 2: Mailing 2:
Sale Date: 02128/2000 Sale Price:172,000 Book/Page: 6212-1276 Cert Number:
Validity Code: Verified By: Grantor: FIELD, GARY W & MARJORIE A
Subdv Par: Subdv Type: Subdv FY:

Activities
Inspect Date By Reason Result Notes
06/22/2021 citynashua\garyt 13- Extr In only
06/15/2021 citynashua\garyt C19AB - Phone/Abat-COVID
07109/2018 20- Field Review
08/02/2011 00- Meas+List
06/2312004 13- Extr In only
Previous Assessment Information
Current FY: 2021 In Process: 419,400 Residential Exempt:
Prior FY : 2020 Assessed :421,200 Prior Residential Exempt:
Condo Parking -~

I Condo Park Type: Condo Garage Spaces: Condo Covered Spaces: Condo Open Spaces:
Building Description I Condo Unit Information
Use Code: Basement Garage Cap: 0 Num Elevators: 0
Type: 11 - FAMILY CONVE Attached Garage Area: 648 Condo Kitchen Type:
StoryHt: 2A Heat Fuel: 2 - GAS Condo Building Number:
Occupancy: 3 Heat Type: Condo CDU: 0
Foundation: 3 - BRKISTONE Percent Air Cond: 0 Condo Pct Interest: 0
Ext WaIl:4 - VINYL Full Baths: 4 Condo Base Floor:
Root type; 2-I lIP Pull Bath Qual; A AVERAGE Rooms: 16
Roof Cover: I - ASPHALT Half Baths: 1 Bedrooms: 5
Year Built: 1,914 Half Baths QuaI: A - AVERAGE Total Area: 7,118.00
Grade: C’- - AVG. (÷) Kitchen Qual: A - AVERAGE
Overall Cond: GD - Good Additional Kitchens:
)‘“lor Cond: rireplaces:
~ jior Cond: Stacks: 0
Sub Areas
Sub Area Description Sketched Area Finished Area Alternate Type Quality Alternate Type °,

SFL SECOND FLR 1,047.00 1,047.00
FFL FIRST FLR 1,047.00 1,047.00
FFL FIRST FLR 612.00 6/2.00
ATC ATTIC FIN 1,047.00 471.15
FFL FIRST FLR 120.00 120.00
SFL SECOND FLR 63.00 63.00
FFL FIRST FLR 63.00 63.00
ATC ATTIC FIN 120.00 54.00
ATC ATTIC FIN 63.00 28.35
FFL FIRST FLR 12.00 12.00

Land Details
Type Size NBC Parking Intl I % Intl 2 % Intl 3 % Zoning Classes Spaces
P 19,820.00 RA

Detached Structures I Amenities
Description Size Grade Cond Year Built
PATIO-AVG 352 A - AVERAGE AV - Average 2004
PATIO-AVG 144 A - AVERAGE AV - Average 2004
VINYLJPLASTI 288 - AVERAGE AV - Average 2003
DORMER 8 A - AVERAGE AV - Average 1959

Building Permit History
Issuebate Num Amount Work % Notes
08/17/2012 201200838 100.00 16
P”?9/2011 201101325 28

8/2004 200402202 28
~~~J2/2003 200300325 5,000.00 9
08/15/2001 200101316 7,000.00 9
03/21/2000 200000349 4,750.00 3
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